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Burlington,  Wis.,  July  26,  1907. 
Mr.  R.  B.  Neal,  Grayson,  Ky.: 

I have  just  received  yours  of  the  23d 
inst.,  and  hasten  to  answer.  So  far 
as  Oliver  Cowdery’s  doings  are  con- 
cerned after  his  being  cut  otf  from 
the  church,  matters  little  to  me.  Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  that  Paul, in  his 
day,  should  have  turned  as  he  says  to 
“ build  again  that  which  he  , had  de- 
stroyed ?’*  FJe  would  then  have  made 
himself  a transgressor,  as  he  himself 
says.  (Gal.  1:18}.  ,lt  would  have  given 
the  enemy  a little  power  in  that  day, 
to  be  sure,  just  as  Cowdery's  conduct 
uocs  in  tnia;  that  is.  if  he  ever  did 
join  a sectarian  church,  as  you  are 
crying  to  prtjve,  and  whicli  I sincerely 
doubt.  But  it  matters  not.  if  he  had 
joined  fifty  different  churches.  How 
could  he  hurt  any  one  in  that  case  but 
just  himself 

As  to  what  Joseph  Smith  says  about 
me  going  bach  un  him,  etc.,  1 will  say 
tnat  when  I first  heard  of  the  Reor 
ganizevs  putting  him  into  his  father’s 
place,  and  that  they  had  rejected  Mr. 
Strang,  I rejected  the  whole  outfit  as 
a fraud  and  an  imposition  But  some 
time  afterward  1 heard  that  Mr. 
Strang  ordained  him  — not  to  be  his 
{Mr.  Strang’s)  successor,  but  to  a less 
important  office — that  held  by  Hyrum 
Smith  before  he  and  Joseph  were 
killed— namely,  to  be  a patriarch, 
and  counsellor  to  the  first  President 
of  the  Church  — and  I therefore 
changed  my  mind  somewhat,  on  that 
account,  thinking  that  perhaps  I 
might  be  wronw;  but  after  weighing 
the  whole  matter  most  thoroughly, 
and  finding  that  the  prophet’s  son, 
“ Young  Joseph,”  had  wholly  disre- 
garded and  rejected  Mr.  Strang's  ap- 
pointment, which  was  made  by  reve- 
lation though  his  father,  the  seer.  I 
rejected  him  entirely  : for  the  revela- 
tions of  the  seer  and  those  of  Mr. 
Strang  forbade  me,  and  all  others  to 
follow  any  such  man.  Herearesome 
of  those  commands : 

“They  that  are  of  the  flock  (the 
Church  of  God),  hear  HIS  (.lames  J. 


Strar\g’s)  voice;  if  not  they  go  astray 
to  destruction. 

” Behold  I am  his  friend,  for  he  has 
been  faithful  unto  me,  and  the  Keys 
which  I have  given  him  shall  not  be 
taken  from  him  in  this  world,  neither 
in  the  world  to  come.  THEY  THAT 
SPEAK  EVIL  OP  HIM  ARE  ENE- 
MIES UNTO  ME,  SAITH  THE 
LORI).  THEY  HAVE  GIVEN 
THEMj»ELVES  unto  LIES,  and 
their  hearts  to  wickedness.  Por  he  is 
meeker  than  Moses,  and  more  patient 
than  Job,  and  has  kept  himself  unpol- 
luted in  the’midstof  the  lustful  and 
ungodly  until  they  have  departed 
from  him.”  etc.,  (given  Jan.  7.  1849. 

In  sending  out  the  Elders  to  those 
Mormons  who  had  not  yet  heard  of 
Mr.  Strang’s  appointment,  the  com- 
mand was,  and  still  is:  ‘'If  they  have 
followed  usurpers  and  apostates  they 
shall  renounce  them.  But  if  they 
will  hearken  to  my  words  when  it 
comes  to  them,  they  shall  not  be  cast 
out:  but  if  they  will  UTTERLY  RE- 
JECT IT,  THEY  SHALlv  BE  CAST 
OUT  and  SHALL  BE  TO  YOU  AS 
HEATHEN  MEN.”(Given  July  8,  1846. 

So  as  there  is  no  respect  of  persons 
with  God,  young  Joseph  is  now  to  us, 
and  all  his  aiders  and  abettors,  “as 
heathen  men,”  they  ail  having  utterly 
rejected  the  words  of  God,  through  his 
anointed  prophets,  both  Joseph  and 
James.  God  having  made  provision 
for  a successor  to  Joseph  by  revela- 
tion, and  having  appointed  Mr.Strang 
through  Joseph  according  to  these 
promises,  or  provisions,  'and  the  son  of 
the  seer  and  his  right  hand  men  hav- 
ing rejected  them  he  stands  rejected 
of  God,  and  He  has  commanded  us  to 
reject  him,  and  regard  him  as  a 
heathen  man  also. 

Very  few,  if  any  of  the  prophets, 
ever  gave  any  more  proof  of  his  call- 
ing than  did  Mr.  Strang;  and  it  is 
therefore  written:  “Whosoever  re- 
jecteth  you  (J.J.  Strang)  him  will  I 
(God)  reject  when  I come  in  my  king- 
dom.” 

The  story  that  the  present  Joseph 
rejected  Mr.  Strang  because  he  taught 
polygamy,  and  claimed  to  be  a king. 
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and  tauyht  that  Jesus  was  the  actual 
sou  of  Joseph,  is  the  merest  hypoc- 
racy:  for  we  have  demonstrated  that 
ail  the  prophets  and  apostles  have 
taught  the  same  things,  and  Young 
.loseph  KNOWS  that  he  can’t  refute 
any  of  those  things.  And  we  KNOW 
that  all  the  reproach  and  abuse 
heaped  upon  plural  marriage  in  these 
days  rebounds  bade  upon  ihc  Fairi- 
archs,  the  prophets,  and  upon  all  the 
very  best  men  of  the  Bible;  so  if  Mr. 
Strang  was  no  prophet,  because  he 
took  several  wives,  neither  wa.s  Abra- 
ham, Jacob,  Moses,  nor  any  one  else 
which  the  Bible  speaks  of  as  a proph- 
et. I believe  I sent  you  a copy  of 
Prophetic  Controversy  No.  5,  in  which 
every  known  argument  against  plural 
marriage  has  been  used  up.  I have 
sent  them  among  the  leading  Josepli- 
ites  and  especially  young  Joseph  hiin- 
ielf,  and  not  a solitary  soul  of  them 
nor  any  one  else  to  whom  i have  sent 
them,  has  ever  sent  me  a line  of  argu- 
ment against  any  one  position 
taken  in  that  work,  iiut  that  is  not 
the  only  work  sent  them,  yet  not  a 
iii.u)  of  them  has  ever  sent  me  a line 
of  argument  against  any  ground 
taken  there  against  them.  Let  Mr. 
Joseph  Smith  answer  these  things 
before  he  assumes  to  condemn  me  for 

going  back  on  him.” 

If  you  please,  what  has  become  of 
Professor  Grubbs?  Did  he  ever  make 
an  offer  to  refute  Mr.  Strang’s  argu- 
ment, that  JESUS  COU-.>D  NOT 
HAVE  HEEN  THE  MESSIAH,  if 
Jo-enh,  the  husband  of  Mary,  was  not 
his  father,  according  to  the  flesh? 
Will  not  young  Joseph,  the  reorgan- 
ized SEER.  SEE  something  for  us,  in 
that  uirection.  as  he  so  seriously  ob- 
jects to  -Jesus  having  a human  father, 
as  well  as  a human  mother? 

You  ask  what  a student  of  Mormon- 
isih  is  to  do,  seeing  that  what  one  de- 
nomination thereof  asserts  is  true 
another  will  pronounce  false? 

I think  I can  tell  ym  pretty  plainly 
not  onlv  what  you  roust  do  in  the 
premises,  but  what  all  other  men 
should  in  said  pretni->es.  How,  for 
instance,  do  the  Oampbenires  or  Dis- 
ciples prove  that  inimersictn  only  is 
baptism,  and  that  baptism  is  ” for  the 
remission  of  sins?” 

Need  I say  that  it  is  by  searching 
the  Scriptures,  and  finding  numerous 


passages  or  witnesses  there,  in  favor 
of  these  two  propositions,  and  nothing 
against  them? 

These  two  principles  are,  I believe, 
the  corner  stone  of  the  Disciple  faith, 
and  if  there  is  any  other  well  proved 
principle  in  their  faith  it  is  because 
they  have  in  like  manner  searched 
the  Scriptures  and  found  numerous 
witnesses  in  its  favor,  and  nothing 
that  wi  11  stand  a moment’s  retlectiou 
against  it. 

The  Law,  and  the  testimony  of  God, 
through  his  anointed  propliets  and 
apostles,  you  perceive  is  the  only 
grand  lest,  touch-stone,  and  standaru 
by  which  all  creeds  are  to  be  weighed 
and  established,  or  else  found  want- 
ing and  condemned;  it  matters  not 
whether  they  be  Mormon,  Jewish,  or 
Gentile  creeds. 

Now  it  does  not  need  a very  shrewd 
man  to  see  that  the  above  is  not  the 
way  you  propose  to  test  Mormonism! 
You  assume  in  the  first  place  that 
Mormonism  is  a fraud  and  an  imposi- 
tion. THEN  you  (instead  of  testing 
it  by  the  law  at  d the  testimony  of 
God.  through  his  anointed  prophets 
and  apostles)  tak ••  the  follies,  the  dis- 
agreements, the  nonsense  a u THE 
TOMFOOLERIES  of  stiine  poor  bro  %- 
eti-down  and  apostate  Mormons,  array 
them  together,  and  because  they  dis- 
agree one  with  the  other,  cry  out  ex- 
ultingly,  that  Mormonism  is  false. 

A parallel  cast  to  this  proceeding 
might  be  found  in  taking  the  teach- 
ings of  apostate  Christians,  in  the 
days  of  the  apostles  and  comparing 
them  with  each  other,  as  proof  of  the 
falsity  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ;  for 
such  characters  arose  in  the  church 
soon  after  the  preaching  of  the  Gos- 
pel, by  the  apostles,  and  their  teach- 
ings neither  agreed  with  themselves 
nor  with  that  of  the  apostles.  As 
proof  of  this  Paul  faithfully  admon- 
ished his  brethren  to  teach  the  truth: 
“for  I know,”  said  he,  “that  after 
my  departure  shall  GRIEVOUS  wolves 
enter  in  among  you  not  sparing  the 
flock:  and  even  of  YOUI^  OWN  selves 
shall  men  arise,  speaking  perverse 
(perverted)  things  to  draw  away  dis- 
ciples after  them.”  (See  Acts  26:‘’8  to 
30.  2d  Pet.  2:  1.  Ist.  John  2:  18,  19. 
Jude  4.  12.) 

A careful  examination  of  these  and 
other  pa.ssages  simws  that  the  most 
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dangerous  deceivers  and  false  proph- 
ets and  teachers  arose  IN  THE  APOS- 
TOLIC CtiUKCH,  and  that  they  then 
stepped  out  of  it,  or  were  cast  out  of  it 
by  the  true  leaders  of  the  church,  and 
all  those  who  joined  in  with  them  in 
their  perverse  teachings;  and  hence 
arose  those  “false  apostles,  those  de- 
ceitful workers,  who  traiisforuied 
THEMSIilLVEo  into  the  apostles  of 
Christ.”  ana  by  whom  MANY,  MANY 
MANY  were  deceived  and  led 
astray  to  destruction.  (See  2d  Cor. 
11:12  to  15.)  And  if  you  will  look  at 
Rev,  2:3,  you  will  see  that  the  presid- 
ing elder  of  the  church  at  Ephesus 
received  praise  of  the  Lord  Jesus  be- 
cause he  had  tested  some  who  had 
claimed  to  be  apostles,  but  were  not, 
“ and  had  found  them  liars.”  So  you 
see  that  in  those  Apostolic  times, 
from  these  testimonies,  they  had 
“false  apostles”  and  “false  teach- 
ers,” and  “false  prophets”  to  con- 
tend with  then,  as  well  as  now.  So 
that  if  it  was  possible  that  you  and  I 
could  be  transferred  back  to  those 
times  we  would  behold  a very  similar 
set  of  false  characters  claiming  to  be 
the  true  ministers  of  God,  that  we  do 
now.  And  in  all  probability  you  would 
be  fighting  the  faith  of  Jesus  then  as 
you  fight  it  now.  by  arraying  the  false 
teachings,  the  divided  and  conflicting 
claims  of  those  false  apostles  one 
against  the  other,  as  evidence  that 
the  whole  thing  was  “ a grand  fraud, 
and  imposition!”  And  just  as  it  is 
todny.  and  in  the  Christian  dispensa- 
tion. I am  satisfied  it  was  in  all  the 
dispensations  of  the  past;  for  God 
Almighty  never  gave  a dispensation 
of  his  law,  and  of  his  gospel  to  man, 
but  what  the  devil  gave  a VARIETY 
of  DISPENSATIONS  about  that  time 
also,  just  about  the  time  when  some 
prominent  member  or  members  in  the 
true  church  revolt  at  someth  ng  God 
reveals  to  man  by  His  prophets, 
which  is  opposed  to  their  traditions, 
or  sunpo.<e  they  know  better  what  God 
ought  to  reveal  than  hi.s  anointed 
prophets,  and  without  question  or  in- 
vestigation, start  a schizm  or  division 
in  the  church— “a  reorganization,”  if 
yoti  please,— then  they  are  already 
prepared  and  fitted  for  the  work  of 
the  wicked  one.  For  he  delights  in 
division,  and  the  more  there  are  of 
them  the  better  he  likes  it.  The 


more  confusion,  contradiction,  mist 
and  mystery,  and  darkness  is  spread 
the  more  he  is  delighted  with  it. 

Pray,  Mr.  R.  B.  Neal,  how  much 
consistency  is  in  the  men  who  have 
rebelled  aud  turned  away  from  Mr. 
Strang  because  he  married  several 
wives,  atid  loved  and  cared  for  them: 
and  yet  take  up  the  pnjphccies  of  Ja- 
cob, and  Davui.  and  Moses,  and  try  to 
prove  from  itjcm  that  America  was 
anciently  iiihabiied  by  the  descend- 
ants of  Joseph,  who  was  sold  into 
Egypt,  and  of  whom  the  modern  Inai- 
ans  are  a remnant  ? (See  Gen.  49:  22 
to  26.  Psal.  85:  9-10.  Deut.  33:  13  to 
17).  These  texts  all  Mormons,  includ- 
ing myself,  believe  have  reference  to 
the  descendants  of  Joseph  the  Patri- 
arch on  this  land  and  to  the  coming 
forth  of  a dispensation  in  the  Latter 
Days,  which  will  result  in  bringing 
them  back  from  barbarism  and  re- 
storing them  to  the  favor  of  God. 
But  isn’t  if  at  least  a little  amusing 
to  think  that  the  Reorganized,  hav- 
ing rejected  Mr.  Strang,  in  toto,  be- 
cause, as  they  say,  he  taught  polyg- 
amy, while  they  quote  the  prophecies 
of  men  who  were  all  “ polygamists,” 
to  prove  a very  imp<>rtant  part  of 
their  doctine?  Consistency  where  art 
thou?  Verily  thou  hast  fled  from  the 
Reorganized  church.  For  if  Mr.  Strang 
and  all  his  revelations  should  be  re 
jected,  with  his  appointment,  ordi- 
nation and  translations,  altogether 
on  the  ground,  as  they  say,  that  “a 
man  could  not  be  a prophet  of  God 
who  had  several  wives.  ” Why  not  re- 
ject those  ancient  Patriarchs  and 
Prophets  and  Kings  with  all  their 
works  in  toto,  on  that  same  ground? 
For  if  Mr.  Stra'-p  could  not  be  a 
prophet  for  that  leason,  how  could 
those  “ ancient  worthies,”  as  we  call 
them,  be  prophets?  If  Mr.  Strang's 
prophetic  works  are  a delusion  be- 
cause he  had  several  wives,  how  can 
the  works  of  the  others  be  anything 
more  than  a delusion  also?  Here  we 
are  lost  to  know  the  reason  WHY 
NOT?  And  none  of  the  Reorganizt-d 
arises  to  offer  a reason  for  their  con- 
duct. 

Now  we  have  pursued  the  claims  of 
the  Reorganized  church,  that  “the 
prophetic  office  goes  by  lineal  right,” 
into  its  darkest  corner,  and  shown  by 
overwhelming  evidence  that  it  is 
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“ WITHOUT  DESCENT;”  that  it  is 
without  father  or  mother  to  transmit 
it;  that  “IT  COMES  NOT  BY  MAN,” 
and  THE  VOICE  of  God  only,  either 
under  His  own  hands  or  the  hands  of 
anjrels  can  confer  it;  and  that  there 
is  not  in  the  whole  Bible,  from  begin- 
ning to  et(d,  a single  case  of  its  going 
BY  LINEAL  RIGHT  to  anyone.  (See 
Heb.  7:lto4.  Gen.  1 4:  26  to  29.  Acts 
7:  35,  (lal.  3:19,  Inspired  Translation). 

We  have  shown  that  his  ordination 
WHS  administered  by  a set  of  apos- 
tates who.  if  their  priesthood,  was 
lawful,  which  it  was  not,  was  a mere 
sham,  —the  b'sser  ordaining  the  great- 
er, or.  in  other  words,  men  undertak- 
ing to  confer  that  upon  another  which 
they  never  possessed  themselves;  _ a 
thing  contrary  to  all  precedents  writ- 
ten in  all  the  Books  of  God.  There 
isn't  a'case  of  it  on  record  anywhere 
to  be  found  in  any  of  those  histories. 

And  we  have  shown  that  the  Reor- 
ganized prophet  never  had  in  poss’-s- 
sion  any  of  the  prophetic  gifts,  any 
more  than  the  Utah  leaders  have. 
Never  saw  the  Urim  and  Thuinmin, 
never  saw  the  plates  of  Laban  of 
Nephi,  of  Ethrr.  or  any  other  sacred 
record  spoken  of  by  any  of  the  Holy 
prophets,  and  never  revealed  a single 
mystery  any  more  than  theUtah  lead- 
ers have.  Not  one.  The  great  grand 
facts  in  the  history  of  Morraonism  is 
that  Joseph  Snith  WAS  TO  HAVE 
A SUCCESSOR,  and  that  Mr.  Strang 
came  into  that  successorship,  accord- 


As  a post-script,  I will  give  you  a few 
points  hy  which  you  and  others  may  be  en- 
abled to  see  who  was  and  who  was  NOT  the 
true  successor  of  Joseph  Smith,  according 
to  the  law  laid  down  by  him,  by  revelation. 

1st.  The  successor  was  to  be  appointed  BY 
REVELATION.  (Doc.  & Cov.  Sec.  99;6.) 

2d.  That  revelation  must  come  through 
Joseph  Smith,  and  could  lawfully  come 
thr  ough  no  other.  (Sec,  43:2) 

3d.  He  must  “come  in  at  the  gate,  and  be 
ordained  to  that  office  as  God  had  told  Jo- 
seph BEFORE  how  he  himself  wasordained, 
that  is,  BY  THE  HANDS  OF  ANGELS  or 
heavenly  messengers.'’(Doc.  & Cov.  Sec.  4S:2.) 

4th.  He  is  to  be  put  in  possession  of  the 
sealed  records,  with  the  interpreters,  or  the 
Urim  and  Tliummim,  by  which  to  translate 
from  said  records;  as  “I  (God)  have  given 
unto  him  (Joseph  Smith)  the  keys  of  ihe 
mysteries  and  the  revelations  which  are 


ing  to  the  law  of  heaven,  touching 
the  prophetic  office,  as  given  in  this 
age,  and  in  the  ages  of  the  past;  and 
all  this  proves  that  God  has  but  one 
way,  or  law  under  which  the  prophetic 
office  is  conferred,  and  under  that  law 
Mr.  Strang  came  into  that  office — 
namely,  by  the  voice  of  God,  and  the 
ordination  of  angels;  and  all  others 
who  have  laid  claim  to  that  office  are 
imposters  and  humbugs,  and  frauds. 
I care  not  wha  t their  moral  goodness, 
nr  piety  may  have  been,  or  what  won- 
derful works  they  may  have  accomp- 
lished. Moral  goodness,  piety,  or  great 
accomplishments  never  authorized 
any  man  to  act  in  any  office  in  the 
church  of  God.  until  he  was  LAW- 
FULLY CALLED;  and  lawfully  OR- 
DAINED to  it:  and  Mr.  Strang  only 
could  claim  such  a call  and  ordina- 
tion. Aiid  those  who  think  and  preach 
otherwise  let  them  bring  fnrth  their 
str'  ng  reasons  against  his  claim,  and 
give  column  for  column,  or  space 
for  space  in  their  papers,  ans- 
wer,— the  Books  of  God,— the  law  and 
the  testimony  of  God  through  his  an- 
ointed prophets  and  apostles  being 
the  test. 

Now  to  apologize  for  the  delay  of 
this  answer.  I will  say  that  I have 
been  called  away  to  several  places  in 
Michigan  and  in  this  state  before  I 
had  it  more  than  half  written,  and 
it  is  only  lately  I have  arrived  back. 

Truly.  Wingfield  Watson. 

Burlington,  Wis.,  Sept.  25,  1907. 


sealed  until  I shall  appoint  unto  them  (the 
church)  another  in  his  stead.’’  (Doc.  & Cov. 
Sec.  27:2.) 

5th.  The  Book  of  Mormon  also  informs  ns 
tliat  the  plates  from  which  that  book  was 
abridged,  and  translated,  with  the  Urim 
and  Thummim,  were  to  be  handed  down 
from  one  prophet  to  another,  from  genera- 
tion to  generation,  and  accordingly  it  has 
so  come  down  from  the  days  of  f-ehi  to  ihe 
prophet  Moroni,  the  last  of  along  line  of 
prophets  on  this  land,  which  Moroni  also 
put  them  with  the  Urim  and  Thummim  into 
tiie  hands  of  Joseph  Smith  and  James  J. 
Strang.  (See  First  Book  of  Nephi,  chap. 
.5:47.) 

Now  each  and  every  one  of  these  prophet- 
ic marks  and  credentials  are  utterly  lacking 
ill  both  Brigham  Young  and  all  his  succes- 
sors, and  also 'in  Young  Joseph  Smith,  the 
reputed  head  of  the  Re-organized  church. 
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No  call  by  revelation  through  Joseph 
Smith;  no  ordination  to  the  prophetic  of- 
fice, and  gifts,  by  the  hands  of  an«els;  no 
keys  of  mysteries  and  revelations;  no  Urim 
and  Thummim;  no  possession  of  the  sealed 
records,  and  no  translations  from  them, 
and  consequently  there  Is  neither  a prophet, 
seer,  revelator.  nor  translator  anywhere 
among  them.  One  is  as  ihorouglily  desti- 
tute of  them  as  the  other.  None  of  these 
men  have  any  more  of  tlie.se  prophetic 
gifts  and  endowments  than  the  simplest 
member  of  their  flocks.  How  could  they? 
It  it  took  the  ordination  of  the  heavenly 
messengers,  Peter,  James  and  John,  to  put 
Joseph  Smith  in  possession  of  all  these 
things,  how  could  any  of  these  men  possess 
them,  short  of  such  ordination?  They  never 


could,  and  the  fact  that  they  never  have,  is 
complete  evidence  that  they  never  were  ap- 
pointed to  ihe  prophetic  oftice.  according  to 
the  law  of  God? 

“And  whosoever  is  commanded  to  look  in 
them  (the  interpreters)  the  same  is  called 
seer.”  (Book  of  Moriah,  chap.  5:10.)  “And 
whosoever  has  these  things  (the  interpret- 
ers, or  the  UrIm  and  Thummim)  the  same  is 
called  Seer,  after  the  manner  of  old  times.” 
(Book  of  Moriah,  chap.  12:3)  WHO  THEN 
IS  A SEEK?  Who  among  them  has  been 
put  in  posse.ssion  of  these  things,  and  been 
commanded  to  look  in  them?  Nobody. 

But  in  Mr.  Strang  we  have  all  these  marks 
and  credentials  of  a true  yrophet^f  God 
verifled.  and  nothing  wanting. 

W.  W. 


